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may not the 'purport of the reference to the same object
in the words, That art thou, be undifferenced essence, the
unity of  souls, these words  (That and thou) having a
"(reciprocally) implicate power by abandonment of opposite
portions of their meaning; as is the case in the phrase,
This is that Devndatta.    In the words, This is that Deva-
datta> we understand by the word That, a person in rela-
tion to a different time and place, and by the word This,
a person in relation to the present time and place.    That
both are one and the same is*, understood by the form of
predication ("reference to the same object").     Now as
one and the same thing cannot at the same time be known
as in different times and places, the-two words (This and
That) must refer to the essence (and not to the accidents
of time and place), and unity of essence can be understood.
Similarly in the text, That art thou, there is implicated
an indivisible essence by abandons en t of the contradictory-
portions ^(of the denotation), viz., finite cognition (which
belongs to tlie individual soul or Thou), and infinite cog-
nition (which belongs to the re'V or unindividual soul).
This suggestion (the Edmanujas reply) is unsatisfactory,
for there is no opposition (betweei- This and That) in the
example (This is that Deva-dattu), and consequently not
the smallest particle of " implication " (lakshand, both This
and That being used in their denotative capacity).    The
connection of one object with two times past and present-'
involves no contradiction.    And any contradiction sup-
posed to arise from, relation to different places may be
avoided by a supposed difference of time, the existence in
the distant place being past, and the existence in the near
being present.    Eveij. if we concede to you the " implica-
tion," the (supposed) contradiction being avoidable by sup-
posing one term (either That or Thou) to be implicative, it
is unnecessary to admit that both words are implicative*
Otherwise (if we admit that bo.th words are implicative)*
ife it. be granted that the one tiling may be recognised,
with the concomitant assurance that it differs as this and